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STATEMENT SHOWING THE BRITISH INDIAN POSITION IN
THE TRANSVAAL UP TO DATE
The Government has taken up an untenable and hostile attitude as
will appear from the following.
Mr. Duncan, the Colonial Secretary, brought in a motion before the
Legislative Council to the effect that the licenses of all those who traded
before  war,  although without licenses,  should be  renewed.  Sir  George
Farrar brought in an amendment that such licenses should be provisionally
renewed and that a Commission should be appointed to investigate the
claims of such people.  One would have thought that, under the circum-
stances, all the existing Indian licenses would be provisionally renewed,
but the Government has narrowed the scope of the amendment and has
issued instructions to the Licensing Officers that they are to take evidence
as to previous trade and, if satisfied, issue provisional licenses. Others are
not to have their licenses renewed except for Bazaars. Now, this means a
Commission within a Commission. If the Commission to be appointed is
to take evidence, why should the poor traders be put to  the expense of
bringing any proof before the Receivers  of   Revenue?  Especially when
their licences are to be renewed only provisionally ? Moreover, these men
were forced to submit proof to the Supervisors of Asiatics   before their
licenses were granted after declaration of peace. The Supervisors submitted
them to a rigid examination, satisfied themselves that they were bona-fide
refugees   and were engaged in trade before,  and it was then that   they
issued recommendations, on the strength of which licenses were issued by
the Licensing Officers. Now, all that proof, tendered to the Government
Officers in spite of the protest of the Indian community, is to be treated
as null and void. Their decisions are to be of no  effect and the Indians
have to undergo an examination again which would, in its turn, be totally
inconclusive. Such uncertainty of possession has never before been known
under the British flag.
Nor is this all. Lord Milner has said that licenses were granted tem-
porarily after war. This statement has been controverted by the British
Indians. Most substantial proof has been placed before the Government
in support of the contention that the licenses were mostly granted uncondi-
tionally and for a full term last year. Cases of five or six men have been
placed before the Government in which the men have got five years' leases
1 This was sent to Dadabhai Naoroji, who forwarded a  copy of It to the Secretary of
State for India, It was also published in India,  19-2-1904.